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OUR "ATTACK ON THE BIBLE" 
In violation of iiitherto unbroken custom, we are compelled for 
once to reply to our critics. It has never been the policy of the Biblical 
World to engage in controversy. We are set for the promotion of the 
intelligent study of the Bible, in the interest of religion and good 
morals. We hold clearly defined views as to the proper point of view 
and method of Bible-study. These we have constantiy advocated and 
illustrated. We have rarely if ever felt called upon either to attack 
the views of others or to reply to criticisms of our own utterances. 
Events of the last month, however, seem to demand that in this instance 
we depart from this policy of silence under criticism. 

In the October issue of this journal there appeared an editorial 
entitled, "The New Ethics and the Historical Interpretation of the 
Bible." The clearly expressed proposition of the editorial was that 
the ethical questions of today cannot be decided solely by appeal to the 
Bible regarded as a compendium of ethics, i. e., as a code of statutes 
requiring for their understanding no reference to the conditions under 
which they arose ; but must be met on the one hand by a historical 
study of the Bible and on the other by a similar study of present-day 
conditions. This position to which practically all theologians and 
intelligent teachers of the Bible and Christian preachers would give 
assent, we nevertheless regarded, and still regard, as important to 
insist upon, because so many persons fail to apply it consistently, 
with resulting confusion of moral judgment and conflict of opinion 
that hinders moral progress. 

We cited as instances of the dif&culty into which one is brought 
by an unhistorical, legalistic, use of the Bible for ethical teaching, the 
Old Testament commands to exterminate the women and children 
of a vanquished foe, the polygamy which the Old Testament per- 
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mitted, and Jesus' use and miraculous production of wine. The clear 
implication of the paragraph was that the Christian's moral sense 
condemns the putting to death of innocent non-combatants, and 
polygamy, and approves total abstinence. We argued for a historical 
study of the Bible, and against the unintelligent use of it in defense 
of practices which the moral sense of our day condemns. 

Nevertheless the ink was scarcely dry on our pages before there 
appeared in the daily press reports of this article under such headings 
as the following: "Warns Church against Bible as Moral Guide;" 
" Calls Bible Useful only as a History; " " Bible not Ethical, Thirteen 
Professors Say" (there being thirteen names in our list of editors); 
"Attacks Bible as Ethics Compendium;" "Jesus as a Wine 
Drinker." In most cases the extracts from the article were sufficient 
to show a fair-minded reader that the headlines grossly misrepresented 
the editorial itself. Yet in some cases the interlarded comments were 
even more unfair than the headlines. Thus one paper intimates that 
though the editor did not quite say so, he really approved Sunday 
baseball and open saloons. 

Distance and telegraphic transmission but increased the distor- 
tions. "Bible Ethics Bad: Chicago University Publication Has 
Startling Editorial." "Bible Morals Condemned: University Maga- 
zine Says It Teaches Bad Conduct;" "Sensational Attack on Bible 
Stirs University," were some of the headlines, sometimes mitigated 
by additional phrases, sometimes aggravated. 

These headlines and the imperfect reports of the article that 
followed them were quickly made the basis of editorial comments. 
In one case the editor takes us to task for supposing that anybody 
could overlook the fact that the Bible is a historical record of the 
evolution of spiritual truths, and then proceeds to read us a severe 
lecture for "complaining" of this characteristic of the Bible. The 
headlines had done their deadly work on the mind even of an editor. 
Repeating in large part the views we had advocated, he sharply 
reproves us for having expressed them. 

A New York editor found a different use for our utterance, and 
we were complimented on our fairness in admitting that the spirit 
of the Bible is against prohibition — a point on which we had 
expressed no opinion, certainly none against prohibition. 
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Loyal Christian souls disturbed — not by the editorial, but by the 
headlines — have written to the editors, some to rebuke, some to 
reprove, some to lament. More than one writer desires to know on 
what ground we have "rejected" the Bible. Others argue at length 
to convince us of the evils of the liquor traffic. A third, unlike these 
others, penetrating beneath the headlines to the substance of the 
article, reproves us for our supineness in the matter, and urges the 
immediate institution of libel suits against several papers. 

We recite these facts, not to air our grievances, but to emphasize 
two things that seem to us important. In the first place we wish to 
emphasize the folly of believing headlines. The daily press is so 
given over to sensationalism, or so incapable of understanding any- 
thing except the most conventional utterance on the subject of religion 
or morals, as to be practically unable to apply plain and unsensational 
language to a report, however correct in itself, dealing with religious 
and ethical matters. The editors of the Biblical World hold some 
strong convictions which they expect to continue to utter, and are 
willing at any time to defend. They must beg not to be held 
responsible for the headlines with which the daily papers belie their 
own reports of the utterances of the journal. 

In the second place the whole incident makes more clear than 
before the necessity of contending for the legitimacy and importance 
of the historical point of view in Bible study. The general public is 
still unable to recognize any middle ground between the acceptance 
of the teachings of the Bible as authoritative "from cover to cover" 
and the "rejection" of the Bible. One who points out that the 
Bible must be studied as the nature of the literature demands, i. e., 
historically, is "attacking" the Bible, calling its morals bad, making 
it "useful only as history." Confusion of the public mind on this 
point greatly diminishes the moral influence of the Bible. The 
moral ideals of Jesus and the prophets can never have their full 
effectiveness while we refuse to recognize any distinction between these 
and the lower ideals of other periods and authors, or to take into 
account the modifying circumstances which conditioned the conduct 
and the teaching of a given age. It is even more necessary than we 
had thought to be on our guard against those who read only to find 
occasion for startling headlines, but no less — indeed more — necessary 
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than we had supposed to continue that type of teaching of which our 
editorial presented one phase. 

Warned by this fresh experience of the need of precept upon pre- 
cept, we affirm once more the position which has again and again been 
stated in our pages : 

We beHeve that the Bible contains the record of the most important 
series of experiences and events in the sphere of morals and religion 
that are recorded in history. We believe that this record is supremely 
worthy of study, because through it as through no other medium men 
are led into spiritual fellowship with God the heavenly Father and 
into right relations with their fellow-men. We believe therefore that 
the Bible deserves to be studied by the most enlightened methods 
which the best scholarship of the world has discovered, and that the 
message which it conveys when so studied is of transcendent value 
to the world today. We recognize that the religious ideas set 
forth in the books of the Bible are not all of equal value to men of 
today, and that some of the practices of the Hebrews recorded in 
Scripture are not in conformity with the highest ethical principles, and 
that some moral statutes have been superseded by more enlightened 
teachings of the Bible itself, and that a study of the Bible unguided 
by a sense for history is therefore liable to mislead and to furnish 
ignoble souls occasion for scoffing; yet we hold most firmly that the 
fundamental religious ideas and moral principles that emerge clearly 
and unambiguously from a historical study of the Bible, especially 
from the life and teachings of Jesus Christ, are the highest and purest 
that the world has known. We believe moreover that in his penetrat- 
ing examination of the existing situation and in his application of the 
fundamental principles of morality to that situation Jesus set to men 
of today an example which they do well to imitate, combining with 
diligent study of existing conditions a firm grasp upon the fundamental 
moral principles disclosed in the Bible. W'e hold, therefore, that the 
intelligent study of the Bible, and of the world after the method of 
Jesus, is the most effective means of promoting morality and elevating 
human society that is within our reach today. It is because we believe 
these things that we are devoting our lives to the furtherance of such 
study and are engaged in the task of editing the Biblical World. 



